FILED/ACCEPTED
Jan 15, 2007 FEB -6 2007

FOC Public Comments Federal Commurlicatlnns Commissios
445 12th Street SW Office of the Secrotary
Washingteon, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
aother cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
regquires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will alsc help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-50, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
tc make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedem to choose the
least restrictlive cable~-compatible device avalilable. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Plezse refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Samuel Session

5911 E University Blvd Apt 206
Dallas, TX 75206-465%94

No. of Copies rec'’d O
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Jan 18, 2007 FEB ~© 2007

Federal Commumications Commission

FCZ Public Comments Office of the Secretary

445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

ks a consumer interested in protecting competition, inneovation, and
leglitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse regquests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204({a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verlizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration kan, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set~top boxes, remains good policy teday.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough con competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration kan will also help market
corpetition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

3y adepting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred con
by the integraticn ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatibie device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1if cable providers' set-top koxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse reguests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Lance Kinley

2759 NE Noll valley Loop
Foulsbo, WA 98370-9%9615

No. of Copies rec'd 0
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FOC Public Commients rmhm%ﬁmmqmmﬁms%mm%ﬁm
445 12th Street sw ~HICe of the Secratary
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer lnterested in protecting competiticn, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs inte their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 189%9¢, cable
companies have dragged thelr feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ablility
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commissicon reccgnized the importance of allowing consumers
tc make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by tThe integration ban, consumers wcoculd have the freedom to chgose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device avallable. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringlng uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse i1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for walivers of 47 CFR 76.1204{a) (1).
Sincerely,
David Schargel

5534 SE 60th Pl
Portland, OR 97206-7641

No. of Copies rec'd [2
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FCC Puklic Comments Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW Office of the Secretary

Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76,1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
nther cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
cempanies have dragged their feet long encugh on corpetitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
<o make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) 1in decket nc.
97-80, the Commlission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder’'s wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
ieast restrictive cable-compatible device avallable. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restricticns that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Flease refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Roy Feldwan

895% Hawthorne Ave
Surtside, FL 32154-3331

No. of Copies rec'd_____ﬂ_.
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_ mmi
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Jan 19, 2007

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs intc thelr own
set-top boxes, remains geood policy today.

Now ten ye&ars after the Telecommunicatlions Act of 1296, cable
companies have dragged thelr feet long encugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' sbility
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits
97-30,

(encoding rules) in docket no.
the Commission reccgnized the impertance of allowing consumers

to make certain uses of TV content,

regardless of a particular cable

provider's or copyright holder's wishes.

With competition spurred cn

by the lntegration ban,

consumers would have the freedom to choose the

least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting nor-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76,1204 (a) (1).
Sincerely,
Scott Hiddelston

2292 Mulligan Way
Dak Harbor, WA S98277-8854

No. of Copiasrecd___ (D

ListABCDE
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FILED/ACCEPTED
FEB ~ 6 2007

Federa Communications Commission
Dtfice of the Secretary

Jarn 18, 2007

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) {1} by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integraticn ban, which in effect
requires cable ccompanies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy todav.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1986, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content,

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
57-80, the Commission recocgnized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright helder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
fimiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition,

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) .
Sincerely,
Ortelio Grillo

369 Degraw St
Brooklvn, NY 11231-4711

No. of Copies rec'd [2
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Jan 11, 2007 FEB — 6 2007

Federal Communications Commission

FCC Public Comments Qffice of the Secretary

445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

A5 a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
tegitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integraticn ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into thelr own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering inncvation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
o make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits {encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non~infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1f cakble providers'! set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Dr. Stephen Oliver

180 Morning Glory Dr
Lake Mary, FL 3274c-¢£118

No.of Copiasrecd [
LstABCDE




FILED/AGCEPTED
FEB - 6 2007

Federal Commumcat?uns Commission
Office of the Secratary

Jan 15, 2007

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

Az a consumer interested in protecting competiticn, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, T urge you to refuse reguests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a)!(l) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integraticon kan, which in effect
requires cable companles to integrate CableCARDs into thelr own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten vyears after the Telecommunications Act of 19%6, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering inncvation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' abllity
te make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting ceontent protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97~80, the Commission recognlzed the importance cof allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatikble device avallable. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictlons will get even
woree 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition,

Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Samuel Session

5911 E University Blvd Apt 206
Dallas, TX 75206-4694

No. of Copias rec'd 0
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FEB 6 2007

Federal Communcations Commission
Jan 18, 2007 Office of the Secretary

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, inncvation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse reguests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration kan, which in effect
requires cable companies Lo integrate CableCARDs into thelir own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telescommunicatlons Act of 1996, cable
companles have dragged thelr feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovaticn
and harming consumers. The integration ban will alsc help market
competition prevent further restrictiecns on cable subscribers' ability
te make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection iimits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
o make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Andrew Lisvy

319 5 County Line Rd
Hinsdale, IL 60521-4729

No. of Copigs rec'd 0
ListABCDE
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Dec 12, 2008 Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary

Representative Dan Burton

lmitzed States House of Representatives

Z185 Rayburn House Office Building 67"7"521:5\
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Deai Representative Burton,

As & constituent, consumer and advocate of new technologles, T am
writing to ask you to oppose any legislation that comes before you
cla:ming To block "the Analcg Hole" in the name of

combratting pliracy.

Ag part ol a series ol efforts by Hallvwood f1lm studios to impose
tederal regulations on new technoiogy products, this bill would
require the redesign cf all consumer devices capable of digitizing
vidao To restrict my rights. This measure would inject federal
regulation deep intc many technoleogy businesses, imposing unnecessary
costs on both technology businesses and users, while doing nothing to
Tiw! T unlawful redistribution of Hollywood content.

The technoleogy currently being proposed by the film studios is also a
secret, called VEIL -- experts interested in examining the techneclogy
must pay 310,000 and sign a non-disclosure agreement before any
infermation regarding the detection and protection systems will be
revealed.

Analog video input 15 a simple and impertant part of the transition
betwsen our zxisting analog media infrastructure and the future of
digital technology. Please oppose any regulstion that would prohibit
iuse of the analtcg hole and especially any roegulation that rejuires
zecret, proprietary technology. Stand against any entertainment
industry control of the "Analog Hole."

Sincerely,
Mr. Chad Haselby

764t Meadow Ridge Dr
Fishers, IN 46038-221%9

1 of Copios rec'd __.__.Q.__.—_.
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44% 12th Street 3W

. lederal Comnmumicaton, isst
Washingzon, DC 20554 oty

{fice of tie Secretary

As & consumer Interested in protecting competitior, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse reguests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) {1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
reguires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives tu proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
conpetition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' abilits
te make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Ceommlission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certalin uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder’'s wishes. With competition spurred on
by the Ilntegration ban, consumers would have the freedom o choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1}.
Sincerely,
Mr. Eduardo Junceosa

16759 Zurich St
Hollywood, FL 33026-4876

No.of Copiosrecd__ )
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| FEB -5 2007
FCO Puklic Comments

445 12th Street SW Federal Cornnimeatiens Comimission
Wachington, DC 20554 Oitice of the Secretary

Jari 11, 2007

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovaticn, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) {1} by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers., The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
recuires cable companies to integrate CakleCARDs inte thelr own
set-top boxes, remains Jood policy today.

Now ten vears alfter the Telecommunications Acc of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will alsc help market
conpetition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' abilits
to make legltimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
87-80, the Commission reccgnized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certailn uses of TV content, regardless cf a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
iezst restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restricticns will get even
worse 1f caple providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR Te€.1204{a) (1).
Sircerely,
Mr. Joseph Wholey

11 Hillcrest Rd
Belmont, MA 024768-2953

No. of Copies rec'd,__Q._._
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Tan &, 2007 ederal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary

fOC Pupiie Comments

445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76,1204 (2) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
sther cable providers. The FCC's inftegration ban, which in effect
requires cable companieos to integrate CableCARDs into their own
sel-top boxes, remains gond pollicy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act cof 1996, cable
companies; have dragged thelr feet long enough on competitive
ilternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. Tho inzegration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
—o make legitimate use of recorded content.

ty adopting content protection limits {encoding rules) in docket no.
©7-30, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
fo make certaln uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
vrevider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the inlbegration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
stzndard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing usss, and such restrictions will get even
worse 11 cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

'lease refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) .
Sircerely,

Erian Greenberg
w245 N Seminary Ave 1F
“hicage, IL wDwld-3506

tso. of Copies rec'd ()
stABCDE
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~gderal Communications Commissio
Office of the Secretary

Jan 17, 2007

FCC Public Commuents
445 1Z2th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, T urge you Lo refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into thelr own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough cn competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integraticn ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commissicn recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright helder’'s wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Grady Thrasher

115 Perimeter Center Pl NE Ste 150
Atlanta, GA 30346-1284

:.a. of Copies rec'd, 0
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